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REMARKS/AR6U MENTS 

Attr%rn<a Y nocket NuiTiber 
Applicant respectfully requests that the Attorney Docket Number for the present 
cased be changed from "204302US30" to ^OHI 1717^008A.- Applicant also respectfully 
requests that the Examiner use this new docket number In all future correspondence 
relating to the present application. 

Restriction Requirement 
The Examiner issued an restriction requirement in the present case. The 
Examiner has identified the claims of the present application as being directed to three 

different inventions: 

* invention I: (claims 1-39, 46-49. 65-69 and 80-82) - 
directed to a system for configuring a medical device, 
classified In class 705, subclass 02; 

• Invention II: (claims 40-45) - directed to a method for 
outsourcing a medical device by querying, classified 
in class 707. subclass 04; and 

. Invention III: (claims 50-64. 70-79 and 83-85) - 
directed to a computer program product or system for 
data collection, classified in class 707. subclass 
104.1. 
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,n order to comply with 35 U.S.C. § 121. Applicants provisionally elect, with 

♦ nr^nn I rrlaims 1-39 4&49, 65-69 and 80-82). Applicants- 
traverse, to prosecute Group I (claims i js, *to-^», 

election is made without prejudice. 

Applicants respectfully disagree with the breadth of the present restriction 
requirement. More particularly. Applicants respectfully assert that at least the claims of 
inventions I and III may properly be examined in the same application In light of their 

similar characteristics. 

Claims 1-39. 46-49. 65-69 and 80-82 are directed to a system and method of 
configuring a medical device. In general, these claims describe a system or method 
that allows a user to configure a medical device by storing Infomiation relating to a 
plurality of medical device components, and using patient specific information to derive 
from the stored medical device lnfom,ation a number of particular components that 
correspond to a medical device that will meet the needs of the patient. As the Examiner 
correctly asserts, claims 50-64. 70-79 and 83-85 are directed to a computer program 
product or system for data collection. However, these claims are not drawn to a generic 
computer program product or a generic system for collecting data. Rather, the claims of 
Invention III are directed to computer program products and data collection systems that 
are used specifically in the configuration of a medical device. 

AS such, claims 50^. 70-79 and 83-85 are very similar in nature to claims 1-39. 
46-49. 65^9 and 80-82. For example, claims 50^ and 83-85 Include means to store 
infomiation relating to a plurality of medical device components, and to use patient 
specific infomiation to derive from the stored medical device infomiation a number of 
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parficlar component, that oon^spond .o . medical device .ha. wiil meet the needs of 
tt,e patient Claim. 70-79 similar^ relate patien. infom,a«on to medical device 

components. 

Cona.quen.ly. although Applicant believe lnven«ons I and III .0 be paten.ably 
distinct, marching and examining both Invention I and InvenUon 111 in a single 
application v.ouid not be unduly burdensome on the Examiner. Therefore. Applicant 
respectfully requests that at leas. lnven«on 1 and Invemion 111 be examined .ogether in 
the present application. 



Date: \e'2o-QS By: 



Respectfully submitted. 




Eric M. Gayan 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 46,103 
Standley Law Group LLP 
495 Metro Place South 
Suite 210 

Dublin, Ohio 43017-5319 
Telephone: (614) 792-5555 
Facsimile: (614) 792-5536 
E-mail:egayan@standley11p.com 
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